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Dear-~~T

This is in referenceto yourapplicationfor correctionof yournaval recordpursuantto the
provisionsof title 10 of the UnitedStatesCode,section1552.

A three-memberpanelof theBoard for Correctionof Naval Records,sitting in executive
session,consideredyourapplicationon 2 September1999. Your allegationsof error and
injusticewere reviewedin accordancewith administrativeregulationsand procedures
applicableto the proceedingsof this Board. Documentarymaterialconsideredby theBoard
consistedof your application,togetherwith all materialsubmittedin support thereof,your
naval recordandapplicablestatutes,regulationsand policies.

After careful andconscientiousconsiderationof theentire record, theBoard found that the
evidencesubmittedwas insufficientto establishtheexistenceof probablematerialerroror
injustice.

TheBoard found that you servedon activeduty from 20 September1983 to 9 December
1993, when you weredischargedby reasonof expirationof enlistment. You wereassigneda
reentrycodeof RE-lA, to indicatethat you were eligible and recommendedfor reenlistment.
On 4 January1999, the Departmentof VeteransAffairs (VA) awardedyou a 10% rating for
a lower backcondition.

TheBoard notedthat althoughyou experiencedlower backpain from time to time during
yourcareerin theMarine Corps, thereis no indication that thecondition adverselyaffected
yourability to perform yourduties. In this regard,it notedthat unlike the VA, themilitary
departmentsmay assigndisability ratingsonly in thosecaseswherethe servicememberhas
beenfound unfit for duty. As you havenot demonstratedthat you were unfit for duty at the
time of yourdischarge,it was unableto recommendanycorrectiveaction in yourcase.
Accordingly, your applicationhasbeendenied. The namesand votesof the membersof the
panelwill be furnishedupon request.



It is regrettedthat thecircumstancesof yourcasearesuchthat favorableactioncannotbe
taken. You areentitledto havetheBoard reconsiderits decisionupon submissionof new
and materialevidenceor othermatternot previouslyconsideredby theBoard. In this
regard,it is importantto keepin mind that a presumptionof regularityattachesto all official
records. Consequently,whenapplying for a correctionof an official naval record, the
burdenis on the applicantto demonstratethe existenceof probablematerialerror or
injustice.

Sincerely,

W. DEAN PFEIFFER
ExecutiveDirector


